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Assessment	
  criteria	
  
•  RDA	
  Working	
  Group	
  profile:	
  

–  Short-­‐term:	
  	
  12-­‐18	
  months	
  
–  Focused	
  efforts	
  with	
  specific	
  acAons	
  adopted	
  by	
  specific	
  communiAes	
  
–  InternaAonal	
  parAcipaAon	
  
–  Open,	
  voluntary,	
  consensus-­‐driven	
  
–  Complementary	
  to	
  effecAve	
  efforts	
  elsewhere	
  

•  PotenAal	
  outcomes/deliverables:	
  
–  Adopted	
  standards	
  
–  Deployed	
  infrastructure	
  
–  Adopted	
  policy	
  
–  Implemented	
  best	
  pracAce,	
  etc	
  

•  IMPACT:	
  	
  
–  Are	
  deliverables	
  and	
  WG	
  AcAon	
  Plan	
  achievable	
  and	
  do	
  they	
  produce	
  tangible	
  

results?	
  
–  Are	
  there	
  measurable	
  outcomes?	
  	
  
–  Will	
  product(s)	
  of	
  Working	
  Group	
  foster	
  data	
  sharing	
  and/or	
  exchange?	
  	
  



In	
  this	
  note	
  it	
  is	
  briefly	
  reported	
  which	
  kind	
  of	
  topics	
  were	
  raised	
  in	
  the	
  2	
  
presenta(on	
  rounds	
  and	
  which	
  topics	
  converged	
  into	
  ac(ons	
  already.	
  
Please,	
  comment	
  when	
  something	
  is	
  missing.	
  
	
  
-­‐  Terminology	
  Harmoniza(on	
   	
   	
  	
  
-­‐  Metadata	
  –	
  direc(on	
  minimal	
  set 	
  	
  
-­‐  Policies	
   	
   	
   	
   	
  	
  
-­‐  Long	
  term	
  Preserva(on 	
   	
  	
  
-­‐  XLBS/XLBM 	
   	
   	
   	
  	
  

Other	
  topics	
  which	
  were	
  men(oned	
  and	
  which	
  were	
  not	
  turned	
  to	
  concrete	
  
sugges(ons:	
  data	
  management,	
  provenance	
  management,	
  rela(ons	
  
between	
  stakeholders,	
  how	
  to	
  get	
  scien(sts	
  involved,	
  training,	
  seman(c	
  
interoperability,	
  generic	
  bridge,	
  vocabularies,	
  access	
  to	
  long-­‐tail	
  data,	
  AAI,	
  
data	
  science,	
  ethics	
  of	
  data	
  sharing,	
  protocols	
  to	
  enable	
  Data	
  as	
  a	
  Service,	
  
endpoints	
  for	
  RDA,	
  extensive/powerful	
  cross-­‐disciplinary	
  data	
  model	
  

Discussion	
  Points	
  in	
  the	
  	
  
Data	
  Founda0on	
  Session	
  



Here	
  the	
  points	
  are	
  listed	
  in	
  telestyle	
  which	
  were	
  men(oned	
  during	
  the	
  
discussion	
  of	
  the	
  topics	
  which	
  were	
  turned	
  into	
  sugges(ons.	
  They	
  are	
  
certainly	
  not	
  comprehensive.	
  Ordering	
  is	
  roughly	
  by	
  number	
  of	
  supporters	
  
in	
  the	
  session.	
  
	
  
Terminology	
  Harmoniza0on	
  	
  
basic	
  concepts	
  of	
  data	
  world	
  and	
  organiza(ons,	
  basic	
  IT	
  principles,	
  necessity	
  
to	
  overcome	
  understanding	
  difficul(es	
  in	
  cross-­‐disciplinary	
  work,	
  defini(ons	
  
in	
  open	
  registries,	
  reference	
  to	
  best	
  prac(ces,	
  reference	
  to	
  implementa(ons	
  
outcome	
  should	
  be	
  a	
  reference	
  guide	
  
	
  
Metadata	
  	
  
minimal	
  metadata	
  for	
  scien(fic	
  data,	
  overview	
  of	
  metadata	
  schemas	
  and	
  
concepts,	
  understand	
  needs	
  of	
  researchers,	
  discovery	
  is	
  relevant,	
  basics	
  to	
  
be	
  adhered	
  to	
  (enter	
  PIDs	
  to	
  data,	
  register	
  schemas,	
  register	
  concepts),	
  
support	
  for	
  life	
  cycle	
  of	
  metadata,	
  layers/func(on	
  of	
  metadata,	
  valida(on	
  of	
  
md,	
  lightweight	
  methods	
  to	
  add	
  metadata,	
  provenance	
  aspects	
  
outcome	
  should	
  be	
  a	
  minimal	
  set	
  and	
  best	
  prac(ce	
  guide	
  

Notes	
  per	
  Topic	
  



Policies	
  	
  
examples	
  for	
  policy	
  sets	
  from	
  different	
  communi(es,	
  “layers”	
  of	
  policies,	
  
provenance	
  related	
  with	
  policy	
  rule	
  execu(on,	
  classifica(on	
  of	
  policies,	
  use	
  of	
  
policies	
  for	
  quality	
  assessment,	
  result	
  of	
  quality	
  assessment	
  in	
  metadata,	
  
quality	
  of	
  data	
  as	
  an	
  overarching	
  issue	
  	
  
outcome	
  should	
  be	
  best	
  prac(ce	
  guide	
  with	
  good	
  examples	
  
	
  
Long-­‐term	
  Preserva0on	
  	
  
–	
  was	
  not	
  so	
  much	
  (me	
  for	
  discussion	
  
relevance	
  of	
  policies	
  for	
  proper	
  ltp,	
  get	
  data	
  on	
  the	
  “data	
  highway”,	
  best	
  
prac(ce	
  use	
  cases	
  
outcome	
  should	
  be	
  best	
  prac(ce	
  guide	
  with	
  good	
  examples	
  
	
  
XLDB/XLDM	
  (Editor:	
  Yannis)	
  –	
  was	
  not	
  so	
  much	
  (me	
  for	
  discussion	
  
management	
  of	
  very	
  large	
  data	
  sets,	
  data	
  management	
  from	
  large	
  sensor	
  
arrays,	
  organizing	
  large	
  data	
  sets	
  in	
  several	
  communi(es	
  
outcome	
  should	
  be	
  use	
  cases,	
  best	
  prac(ces,	
  benchmarks,	
  standardiza(on,	
  
special	
  policies	
  

Notes	
  per	
  Topic	
  



Discussion	
  points	
  in	
  registries	
  session	
  

•  In	
  this	
  note	
  reports	
  about	
  our	
  understanding	
  of	
  the	
  
issues	
  men(oned.	
  Please,	
  comment	
  when	
  something	
  is	
  
missing.	
  

•  Topics	
  that	
  were	
  turned	
  into	
  short	
  descrip(ons:	
  
–  	
  Data	
  Center	
  Registries	
  
–  	
  Data	
  Type	
  Registries	
  
–  PID	
  Informa(on	
  Type	
  
–  Outsourcing	
  and	
  Process	
  Automa(on	
  
	
  

•  Other	
  topics	
  which	
  were	
  men(oned:	
  other	
  types	
  of	
  
registries,	
  registry	
  interchange,	
  data	
  as	
  a	
  service	
  



	
  
Data	
  Centre	
  Registries.	
  Maintained	
  interrogate-­‐able	
  list	
  of	
  current	
  data	
  
centers	
  and	
  what	
  they	
  offer.	
  	
  Group	
  saw	
  value	
  in	
  data	
  centre	
  registry;	
  
especially	
  one	
  that	
  could	
  address	
  “best	
  deposit”	
  problem.	
  	
  	
  

• 	
  Needs	
  more	
  (me	
  to	
  refine	
  problem	
  statement	
  
• 	
  Would	
  DataOne	
  use	
  this?	
  (see	
  Rebecca’s	
  panel	
  statement.)	
  	
  	
  

	
  
Type	
  Registries.	
  All	
  data	
  is	
  typed,	
  explicitly	
  or	
  implicitly	
  and	
  processing	
  
requires	
  knowledge	
  of	
  types.	
  	
  Be	
  able	
  to	
  look	
  up	
  type	
  for	
  data	
  object;	
  find	
  
services	
  that	
  operate	
  on	
  that	
  type.	
  	
  

• 	
  How	
  demonstrate	
  demand?	
  	
  Interest	
  by	
  which	
  DCs?	
  	
  
• 	
  How	
  keep	
  registry	
  current?	
  
• 	
  Outcome	
  of	
  WG?	
  	
  

	
  

Notes	
  per	
  Topic	
  



PID	
  Informa0on	
  Type	
  Harmoniza0on.	
  What	
  informa(on	
  should	
  be	
  
associated	
  with	
  PIDs?	
  Core	
  set	
  or	
  complete	
  set	
  ?	
  Ge`ng	
  exis(ng	
  systems	
  to	
  
adopt	
  this;	
  ge`ng	
  DCs	
  to	
  use	
  them.	
  	
  	
  

• 	
  Right	
  people	
  in	
  discussion?	
  (e.g.,	
  data	
  center	
  folks)	
  
• 	
  Barriers	
  to	
  adop(on?	
  	
  
• 	
  Proposed	
  deliverables?	
  	
  

	
  
Outsourcing	
  and	
  Process	
  Automa0on.	
  Flickr,	
  Dropbox	
  show	
  how	
  simple	
  
outsourced	
  services	
  can	
  liberate	
  data	
  by	
  automa(ng	
  tasks	
  rela(ng	
  to	
  data	
  
storage,	
  sharing	
  management,	
  etc.	
  	
  Sobware-­‐as-­‐a-­‐service	
  has	
  power	
  to	
  
reduce	
  fric(on	
  of	
  data	
  sharing,	
  and	
  reduce	
  data	
  center	
  costs	
  (through	
  
outsourcing).	
  	
  

• 	
  what	
  are	
  the	
  adoptable	
  ideas	
  from	
  this	
  effort?	
  	
  
	
  

Notes	
  per	
  Topic	
  



In	
  this	
  note	
  reports	
  about	
  our	
  understanding	
  of	
  the	
  issues	
  men(oned.	
  
Please,	
  comment	
  when	
  something	
  is	
  missing.	
  
	
  
Topics	
  that	
  were	
  turned	
  into	
  short	
  descrip(ons:	
  
-­‐	
  Cer(fica(on	
  of	
  Repositories	
  
-­‐	
  Linking	
  Data	
  and	
  Publica(ons	
  
-­‐	
  Educa(on	
  Workforce	
  Issues	
  
-­‐	
  Legal	
  Interoperability	
  including	
  IPR	
  &	
  confiden(ality	
  
	
  
Other	
  topics	
  which	
  were	
  men(oned:	
  cataloging	
  exis(ng	
  efforts,	
  
preserva(on,	
  communica(ons,	
  policy,	
  outreach,	
  sustainability,	
  
authen(ca(on/access,	
  interop	
  in	
  marine	
  and	
  medical	
  data	
  

Discussion	
  Points	
  in	
  the	
  	
  
“Various”	
  Session	
  



Cer0fica0on	
  of	
  Repositories	
  	
  
-­‐	
  need	
  more	
  awareness	
  for	
  trust	
  building	
  on	
  repositories	
  worldwide	
  
-­‐	
  implementa(on	
  and	
  funding	
  of	
  assessment	
  prac(ces	
  worldwide	
  
-­‐	
  there	
  are	
  BP	
  sugges(ons	
  
-­‐	
  outcome	
  should	
  be	
  worldwide	
  standard/best	
  prac(ce	
  for	
  cer(fica(on?	
  
-­‐	
  accelerant	
  role,	
  effect	
  on	
  sharing	
  data,	
  lack	
  of	
  trust	
  hampers	
  sharing	
  
	
  
Linking	
  Data	
  and	
  Publica0ons	
  
-­‐	
  more	
  some	
  ques(ons	
  of	
  how	
  to	
  tackle	
  this	
  	
  
-­‐	
  obviously	
  a	
  very	
  relevant	
  point	
  	
  
-­‐	
  outcome	
  should	
  be	
  catalogue	
  of	
  BP,	
  acceptance	
  wrt	
  to	
  career	
  building	
  	
  

Educa0on	
  Workforce	
  Issues	
  
-­‐	
  ques(ons/overview	
  about	
  role	
  of	
  stakeholders,	
  incen(ves,	
  curricula	
  	
  
-­‐	
  obviously	
  a	
  very	
  relevant	
  point	
  	
  
-­‐	
  outcome	
  should	
  be	
  ?	
  
-­‐	
  competencies	
  of	
  actors,	
  consistencies	
  in	
  this	
  

Notes	
  per	
  Topic	
  



Legal	
  Interoperability	
  including	
  IPR	
  &	
  confiden0ality	
  
-­‐	
  beeer	
  understanding	
  of	
  public	
  law	
  and	
  licensing	
  for	
  use/reuse	
  
-­‐	
  beeer	
  mechanisms	
  for	
  integra(ng	
  “legal	
  policy	
  compa(ble”	
  data	
  
-­‐	
  outcome	
  should	
  be	
  extension/comment	
  on	
  Crea(veCommons	
  Model	
  and	
  	
  
	
  	
  BP	
  guideline	
  to	
  improve	
  data	
  sharing	
  
	
  

Notes	
  per	
  Topic	
  


